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FRENCH ANTI-COMMUNIST ORGAN ON AFTERMATH 
OF 19-PARTI MOSCOW TALKS 


/Following is a translation of an article by Branko Lazitch 
entitled* “After the 19-Party Congress in Moscow 11 in the 
french-language, anti-communist, semimonthly "Bulletin of 
the Association of International Political Studies and 
Inforaation,” Est A Quest (East and West), No* 339, Paris, 
1*0.5 April 1965, pages 1 -4j 


So long as Khrushchev held the reins, it vds reasonably easy to 
foresee that every initiative by the Kremlin would further poison 
Moscow-Peking relations, and increase the disturbance within 
the international communist movement. This was notably the case with 
the proposal to hold a "preparatory conference' 1 on 15 December 1964. 
Since Khrushchev's fall, this type of foresight has become more diffi¬ 
cult, judging from the example of two overseas "Kremlinologists." On 
the day after the former First Secretary's disgrace, Isaac Dcutscher, 
whom L'Express [The Express; French leftist weekly newspaperJ describes 
as "the best expert in communist affairs," wrote in the Sunday Times, 
on the subject of Brezhnev and Kosygin: "They will certainly go to . 
Peking soon on a pilgrimage of penance and reconciliation.••" Now, the 
stopover Kosygin made in Peking in February of 1965 does not seem to 
have been an act of either penance or of reconciliation. 

More recently still, an editorial in The New York Times for 1 
March conmented in these terms on a statement by George Kenuans "Wash¬ 
ington is today engaged in doing what George Kennan, the most subtle of 
the Kremlinologists and a former Ambassador to Moscow, had specifically 
warned against in his testimony (26 February) before the Senate: it is 
forcing the Soviet Union to align itself with Communist China." 

It was on the day after the first American air raid north of the 
seventeenth parallel that the "most subtle Kreuilinologist" had reached 
this conclusion. There have been many air raids since, but events have 
not confirmed his prediction. This has not prevented the Nouvelle Oh- 
servateur [New ObserverJ from picking up the theme on 4 March: "Wash¬ 
ington is in process of becoming the principal architect of Sino-Soviet 
reconciliation." 


In our editorial the day after Khrushchev's fall, we said that 



two events noted on his calendar might serve us a test of the intentions 
of the Brezhnev-Kosygin team. The first was Khrushchev *s visit to Bonn, 
accented for the beginning of 1965. On this point, Kosygin's reply was 
a catogorical "no." The other event was the "preparatory conference" 
set for 15 Decembers "According to whether or not it is held, and, if 
it is held, according to what it decides, it will be possible to judge 
whether the new team is determined to pay by broad concessions to the 
Chinese for the maintenance of a unity adequate for the communist move¬ 
ment" ( Est et Quest , No 329, page 3). 

This conference did finally take place, but Khrushchev's succes¬ 
sors both postponed its date and changed its spirit. Instead of an ex- 
communication conference, as Khrushchev wanted, they resigned themselves 
to holding a combination conference and consultation on how to resume 
the dialogue with the Chinese and their allies. It was certain, there¬ 
fore, that this meeting would be unable to take any spectacular decision. 

This does not mean that the Moscow conference is devoid of inter¬ 
est. Certainly, it is merely one of tne ups and downs in the evolving 
process within the communist world, and the international communist 
movement. The important thing is to determine in what direction it is 
evolving, and what new developments the conference brought. 

The reply is categorical! the situation is evolving to Moscow's 
detriment and Peking's profit. 

For the past three or four years — as we never ceased to demon¬ 
strate — Moscow's position in the communist world had been growing 
weaker, while that of Peking grew stronger. In recent months, both be¬ 
fore and after Khrushchev's fall, Peking has been chalking up many 
points just about everywhere in the Communist International (even though 
whatever ceases to belong to the Soviet camp does not necessarily enter 
the Chinese camp). 

In Europe, the Soviets have had to resign themselves to seeing 
Rumania refuse to participate in the Moscow conference; they had to 
parley for a long time with the minute English Communist Party, which 
had first demanded the postponement of the conference. It had then 
sent a delegation to Moscow, after which it had refused to take part in 
the conference, but finally agreed to do so at the last minute, under 
the express condition that there would not be the slightest condemnation 
of the Chinese camp. The Soviets have had to acknowledge the appearance 
of pro-Chinese groups in the Portuguese, Spanish, Greek and other par¬ 
ties, and watch the Scandinavian communist parties drawing apart from 
the Kremlin's positions without being able to prevent it. 

So far as Latin America is concerned, the USSR saw that a large 
Cuban delegation led by Che Guevara was received in China in February 
1965; that the leadership of the Guatemalan Communist Party in exile, 


- 2 - 



guilty of having aligned itself with Moscow, was repudiated by the or¬ 
ganization at home; that the alliunce of pro-Chinese and pro-Castro ele¬ 
ments is gaining ground in Latin Ajuerica s far left* 

In Black Africa, it is the Chinese who have established an out¬ 
post in Congo-Brazzaville, and strengthened their ties with other coun¬ 
tries, like Mali,and Zanzibar — countries which are slipping in the di¬ 
rection of "national democracy* 11 

It is hard to tell whether Khrushchev was aware of these Chinese 
gains* What is certain is that he was preparing to counterattack vigor¬ 
ously* However, it is apparent from the behavior of the present team 
that it has given up this type of counterattack; it lias taken the mea¬ 
sure of the decline of Soviet influence* The best proof of this is the 
procedure proposed in the communique published at the close of the Mos¬ 
cow conference* 

It will be remembered that during the Sino-Soviet polemic in 1964 
Peking and Moscow were in total disagreement on how to organize the 
world communist conference: for the Soviets, it was the sooner the bet¬ 
ter; the Chinese, for their part, hoped to see it postponed indefinitely. 
At the time of the publication of the Suslov report at the beginning of 
1964, Jean Kanapa, a French Communist Party Central Committee member and 
L^umanite 's [Humanity; daily organ of the French Communist PartyJ cor¬ 
respondent accredited to Moscow, cabled his paper: "The timetable sug¬ 
gested for this purpose by the Soviet Communist Party would be as fol¬ 
lows: in May 1964, further Sino-Soviet conversations*, in June and 
July, a meeting of the parties which made the preparations for the 1960 
Moscow Conference, in order to make preparations for the new conference; 
finally, in autumn 1964, the conference of all the brother parties" 

( L'Humanite, 4 April 1964)* 

Already, under Khrushchev, this timetable had undergone delay — 
instead of June and July, the preparatory conference of the 26 parties 
had finally been set for 15 December 1964* 

The Chinese calendar was quite different* In their letter of 7 
May 1964 to the Central Committee of the CTSU, the Chinese wrote: 

"We maintain that a whole series of preparatory measures are in¬ 
dispensable to insure the success of the international conference of the 
brother parties, and that such measures ought to include talks between 
the Chinese and Soviet Parties, bilateral and multilateral talks between 
brother parties, the convening of a preparatory meeting of brother par¬ 
ties, to close with a unanimous agreement at that meeting. Judging by 
present circumstances, four or five years, or even more, will perhaps 
be necessary to conclude these preparations" ( Seven Letters Exchanged 
between the CC [Central Committee] of the Chinese CP and the CC of the 
CPSU, Peking, 1964, page 11)* 



The Soviets answered this letter on 15 June} they categorically 
rejected the Chinese timetable, insisting that the international confer¬ 
ence take place with the minimum delay. They emphasized that the over¬ 
whelming majority of brother parties shared this opinion, and shortly 
thereafter, on 10 August, they summoned the preparatory meeting for 15 
December* 

As compared with these two timetables, what is the procedure pro¬ 
posed by the new declaration by the 19 parties? It calls for four suc¬ 
cessive stages! (l) bilateral and multilateral meetings between the 
representatives of the communist parties; (2) consultations with the 
81 parties of the 1960 conference (including the Albanians, therefore), 
with a view to a preliminary meeting of the representatives of these 81 
parties; (3) the convening of a preliminary consultative conference of 
representatives of the 81 parties; (4) the convening of an international 
conference on the same order as those of 1957 and I960. The Kremlin 
started out by giving up the preliminary conference of the 26 parties, 
and agreeing to a conference of the 81 parties; it also abandoned the 
idea of calling an international conference with the minimum delay, set¬ 
tling instead for a meeting "at an appropriate time." 

There is, therefore, not the slightest doubt that the Soviet de¬ 
legation led by Suslov has abandoned its former positions, and given 
ground to the benefit of the Chinese and neutralist comps in the inter¬ 
national communist movement. The concessions are all the more remark¬ 
able in that they had to be made in the absence of the pro-Chinese camp, 
and without even the presence of the whole of the neutralist camp. The 
Rumanians did not attend, and consequently that camp consisted only of 
the British delegations. Moreover, two "revisionist" delegations — 
Italian and Polish — were partially leaning toward the neutralist posi¬ 
tion with regard to the procedure to be followed in the Moscow-Pcking 
dispute. 

*** 

That goddess whose name the communists write with a capital — 
History — has never ceased to play tricks on what is called "scientific 
socialism." 

First of all, Marx and Engels prophesied that the proletarian re¬ 
volution would take place in the capitalist West. The first revolution 
made in their name, if not in their spirit, took place in the East, in 
Russia* Then Lenin and Trotsky announced the coming of world revolution 
throughout all of capitalism, and the hegemony of Russia in the Inter¬ 
national* Today, we are seeing the assaults of cooaounism everywhere ex¬ 
cept in countries of advanced capitalism, and Russian hegemony in the 
International is ceasing to exist, both in form and in reality* For — 
and this is the other important feature of the declaration of the 19 
parties which «aet in Moscow 1 March — this document is the first of 
that type which concedes no speoial rank to the Communist Party of the 
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Soviet Union. In the 1957 declaration, it is still the party which was 
leading the international communist movement; in the 1960 declaration, 
it had gone down to the rank of a party in the vanguard of that move¬ 
ment. This time, the Soviet Communist Party is quite simply ignored, 
and — as the communists would say -- this is not the effect of chance. 
By an irony of history, it was in Moscow itself, where the first foreign 
communists in 1919 for the establishment of the Communist International 
had recognized the fact of the leading role of the Russian Party, that 
the representatives of the foreign communist parties in 1965 brought the 
Russians to admit that their supremacy was coming to an end. 

This process of the loss by the CPSU of its leading role is irre¬ 
versible, in the sense that the Soviets will probably never regain the 
positions they have conceded or lost. The only problem they still have 
to solve is the problem of the attitude to adopt in the face of such an 
occurrence. Khrushchev had decided upon a liolent reaction, he was 
ready to bring things to a head and provoke the explosion of the inter¬ 
national communist movement, whereas the present team is inclined rather 
to temporize. The final result remains the same. 

Although this process of evolution makes it inevitable that the 
Russians will lose control of the International, it by no means follows 
that the Chinese will fully succeed them in this leading role. It is 
quite probable that no party will ever again be able to establish the 
some hegemony over the whole of the International as the Soviets once 
did. But the Chinese are engaged upon insuring this hegemony for them¬ 
selves in Asia, as well as in many countries of Black Africa and Latin 
America, and to reach their goals they do not hesitate to combine in 
their revolutionary technique both communism and racism, which will not 
fail to give them an added advantage over the Soviets. 
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FRENCH' COMMUNIST INTELLECTUALS APPEAL TO ITALIAN 
COMRADES AGAINST “STALINIST" PCF LEADERSHIP 


/Following is a translation of an article signed "m" entitled, 
"French Intellectual Communists Appeal to Their Italian Comrades 
Against PCF 1 Stalinist 1 Leadership" in the French-language con¬ 
servative daily, LeFigaro . Paris, 2 April 1965 . page 7J 


Lo Figaro Provides Here the Information that ^Humanite 
Denies its Readers 


In February, it will be recalled, about a hundred 
Communist intellectuals and members of the teaching profession 
addressed to Waldeck Rochet a letter exposing the Stalinist 
practices still in force in the French CP. 

Despite Party apparatus pressure on the signers, not 
one repudiated his signature. This resolute attitude inten¬ 
sified the Communist student rebellion, which the Party 
succeeded in crushing temporarily. 

This affair of the intellectuals is flaring up again 
today, in fact, another letter has just been written, this 
tirao addressed to the intellectuals of the Italian Communist 
Party, whose more liberal tendencies are known. This letter 
is a genuine appeal for the solidarity of the "Italian com¬ 
rades" and at the same time a furthor exposure of the Sta¬ 
linist methods being followed in France, a similar letter is 
said to have been written to other fellow Parties, This docu¬ 
ment, of which we publish the principal portions, is currently 
having a great effect in Italian Communist circles. 

The reaotion of the French CP is awaited. 

XXX 
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11 THE PARTY STEAK ROLLER” 


Here are the principal portions of the letter addressed 
to Italian Communist intellectuals: 

"The appeal that we address to you today will not sur¬ 
prise you. You &rp familiar with the origins, the vicissitudes 
and the atmosphere' of the drama we are living today. You know 
that the magazine Clarte (Light), organ of the students who are 
our pupils -- regarding whom, therefore, we feel some respon¬ 
sibility -- brought into the open a problem, that was arising 
in everyone is heart. In its already famous letter to the Cen¬ 
tral Committee of the PCF ^Parti Communists Francais; French 
Communist Part^7* Clarte made a clear-cut statement of facts 
that was in no sense an ultimatum. The magazine assumed the 
responsibility of criticizing the spirit and methods of the 
Central Committee in the light of the Twentieth Congress of the 
CPSU. Rightly or wrongly, it reported evidence of dogmatism 
and opportunism in the action of the Centrd. Committee of the 
PCF, deplored the slowness of destalinisation and called ur¬ 
gently for a return to Leninism. Clarte stated, among other 
things, that the only way to avoid the development of organized 
splinter groups was to recognize the need for divergency of 
views; that the movement required thoughtful criticism: that 
Lonin conceived of the revolution through the dialectic method 
and considered freedom of debate an absolute necessity. 

Finally, Clarte asserted that the ofH cial Communist conception 
of the popularfront was outmoded. 

" Clarte declared further that oo nfronted by an SFIO 
^Section Francaise de 1•Internationale Ouvriere; French Section 
of the Workers 1 International^ that has become a minority, 
obviously suffering from fear of absorption, the PCF should 
adopt a more democratic attitude, likely to dispel all mis¬ 
givings, for the only chance of victory for the Left lies in 
a common front: workers, farmers, technicians and intellectuals. 

"It was in this atmosphere, in which we could not re¬ 
main indifferent and neutral, that we decided to intervene 
through the collective letter with which you are familiar, 
addressed to the Secretary General of the Party. 

"You also know how our initiative was received: it was 
virtually rejected. 

"The political directorate relegated us to the party 
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steam roller, its wisdom machine, completely controlled by a 
bureaucracy of technicians and specialists in unanimity. It 
lulled us with fine phrases about the function of intellectuals 
and took refuge in broad statements about the general Party 
line without giving any concrete reply to the questions raised, 
in effect refusing to participate in the proposed debate. 

"YOUR SILENCE SURPRISES US" 

n In this situation, so difficult for us Communists in 
the teaching profession, one of the beliefs that inspired and 
encouraged us in our initiative was that at the critical mo¬ 
ment we could count on the enthusiastic support of our foreign 
comrades and especially yours, Italian comrades, who, with the 
unforgettable Togliatti, have played so decisive a role in the 
evolution of socialist democracy and its march towards victory# 
That is why your silence surprises and grieves us. You can 
hardly fail to perceive to what extent the drama of your French 
comrades may become tomorrow, if it is not already, the drama 
of your own attitude towards the Party. The magnificent re¬ 
sults obtained on the Italian f acultie s by your action have 
already made you the leaders of a generation of Communist stu¬ 
dents who may find themselves, any day, in the same position 
as the young militants of Clarte, for the problems confronted 
are by no moans national in character but belong to the dialec¬ 
tic of the spirit. Therefore you are concerned as professors 
insofar as you undertake to further the spread of Marxism in 
shaping the young minds entrusted to you. You are also 
concerned as intellectuals, for analysis of society and of the 
intellectuals place and role in society shows that the prob¬ 
lems confronted in the present crisis involve the middle and 
long-range prospects and some of the theoretical bases of the 
present strategy of the working movement. You are also 
concerned as Italians. 

"We must tell you, in fact, that the first incident be¬ 
tween Clarte and the CC ^jCcmite central; Central Committee^ of the FCF 
occurred because of the magazine's desire in Kay 196lJrto pub¬ 
lish an article by your great Togliatti regarding the Sino- 
Soviet conflict. Despite the attempts at corruption and the 
systematic boycott marking that first clash, the partisans of 
the PCI ^Partito Communista Italiano/ have constantly grown 
more numerous in France — to the extent that today the Sta¬ 
linists of the Central Committee use the expression *the 
Italian deviation 1 almost officially in referring to the line 
of the young Leninists of Clarte. 
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BOYCOTT AND SUPPRESSION 

"Finally, we are all ocnoerned, you Italian militants 
and wo French militants, as Leninist internationalists. You 
must lcnow that the Stalinist leadership of the French CP dared 
to have the recent Communist Student Congress reject an amend¬ 
ment proposed by the opposition students aslcing that Clarte 
be allowed to publish the writings of fellow Communist Parties. 
This had in view especially the writings of the Italian CP. 

"So boycott and suppression of Italian Communist thought 
are now the officially declared policy of the French CP 
leadership. 

"You see all the imperative and pressing reasons that 
make 'it your duty to join us in exposing the official pro¬ 
ceedings of the PCF." 

N.B. The captions are by the editors of Le Figaro . 


526 $ 

CSO: 3801 -D 



KNOT SENANDER': ‘PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE AND TRANSITION TO SOCIALISM’ 


/Following is a translation of an article by Knut Senander 
entitled "Peaceful Coexistence and Transition to Socialise" 


in the Swedish-language weekly newspaper of the Swedish CP, 
Ny Dag (New Day), No* 12, Stockholm, 26 March - 1 April 
1965. page 6 J 


No one denies that the two political concepts peaceful coexistence 
and peaceful transition to socialism are highly desirable. Whoever does not 
vant countries vith different social systems to live peacefully side by side, 
and who does not vant violence to be avoided in the transition from capitalism 
to socialism can hardly he reckoned among normal people. But wishful thinking 
is one thing, reality may be something else. It is not the working class 
that decides the choice of weapons in the class struggle. If this were the 
case, the peaceful way would he ensured. It is the ruling class that has 
control also over the weapons and that therefore decides the choice of means 
both in the struggle between states and in the internal struggle for 
socialism. 


Internationally as veil as nationally we must reckon vith two partiest 
the largely unarmed working class and groups allied with it on one side and 
on the other aide the bourgeoisie which disposes over the military, police, 
courts etc. It is childish, or to put it more mildly unrealistic to believe 
that under those circumstances capitalism (big finance) will sit vith folded 
arms and watch itself being liquidated end socialism taking its place. On 
the contrary. It will seize upon all available power resources to interrupt 
the development and ensure the continued existence of capitalism. Undor 
those circumstances to pipe-dream that ”ve are travelling the road of democracy 
from which we are not goi>g to stray" is to make oneself a sheep among wolves, 
mark well, if we equate democracy with surrender. 


Incomprehensible 


It is incomprehensible that experienced Communists gamble one-sidedly 
on the principle of peaceful coexistence and peaceful transition. It is 
still more incomprehensible that they subordinate their entire political 
activity to this principle. But perhaps it is not so strange! If one starts 
with the axiom that socialism can be put into effect in a peaceful parlia¬ 
mentary way, and without the bourgeois class making use of its military and 
police resources, then one must adjust to that and make the politics us 
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reformist as possible. Then the Social Democratic Party also becomes a 
"potential ally" for the realization of socialism (Iiagberg in Var Tid (Our Time) 
no.2, 1963) /"see Translations on International Communist Developments no.458; 

JPiiS* 20,005.7 


Spain nn<l .Finland 

It has been said many times that no example oxists of n peaceful 
transition to socialism. Cuba is the most recent example of tho opposite. 

Spain during the 30's and Finland in 1918 show that the bourgeois class vith 
armed force and foreign support will interrupt the development even if it only 
aims at sooi&l reforms within the framework of capitalism. The changed world 
situation is hovever cited as a justification for a reappraisal of the prospects 
for a quiet and peaceful development. But capitalism has not changed charac¬ 
ter. It is in its content just as brutal as before, only it is more subtle. 

It is impossible to live peacefully together with bandits. Vietnam is nn 
example. It can be multiplied as proof of capitalism's "peaceful coexistence". 
Anyone who imagines that socialism can be realized in peace with capitalism is 
naive and unrealistic. Exceptions may be possible after the determining 
countries have abolished capitalism. But to build on this premise is a dis¬ 
service to the working class. 


Sensible Policy 

It is unrealistic not to keep both roads open. But it is more than 
that. It lulls the working class to sleep and induces the notion that the 
peaceful transition is insured. This can lead to the working class being dis¬ 
armed and that it be caught napping by the armed bourgeois class. Alertness is 
a necessity and one must inform the working class that all historic experience 
shows that the bourgeois class will mount armed resistance, The chairman of , 
the party recently declared on TV in a debate with Nils Hoimberg that "we con 
of course not be responsible for whnt our opponents will do." He therefore 
took into account the possibility of an armed resistance on the part of those 
who control the weapons. One may then ask if it is a sensible policy to make 
the working class believe that the transition will take place peacefully, that 
only the ballot is needed to conquer the bourgeois class and realize socialism. 

B itter Lessons 

The discussion does not concern whether or not we wont a transition 
to socialism without armed conflict, i.e. in a legal and peaceful manner. But 
to wish is one thing, to realize the wish is another. The bitter lessons from 
history speak a plain language. No example exists of a transition to a mv 
society having taken place in a peaceful manner. No ruling class has left the 
historical arena vithoxit a fight. This is still loss so in the case of the 
socialist revolts that have taken place during recent decades. It is therefore 
to build on loose sand to adapt our party's entire activity to the premise and 
conviction that socialism in the future will be realized in a peaceful way. The 
theory of evolution is reflected here. It can only lead to the conversion of 
our party from a revolutionary party to a revisionist,party. 
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TAOESSPIEGFfr i ODR WAGING POISON PEN CAMPAIGN AGAINST 
WEST GERMAN OFFICIALS 


/Following is a translation of an article by Ernst Weger en¬ 
titled, "Bucketfuls of ’Letters of Interest’" in the Oerman- 
language independent daily, Der Tagessolegel (Daily Mirror), 
West Berlin, 28 March 1965* page 3^/ 


The East German Ministry of State Security has figured out a new trick; 
this, by the way, is the East German government agoncy which controls the 
public and secret communist actions in West Germany from its headquarters in 
East Berlin. According to a report by the Lower Saxonian Ministry of the 
Interior in Hanover, the East German agents have recently been launching mas¬ 
sive "neighborhood letter writing campaigns" against West Germans who threaten 
to become dangerous to them. 

As part of these drives, police officers, government officials, female 
secretaries, and other personnel of the West German security agencies are 
placed under moral pressure in a very refined manner. The Ministry of the In¬ 
terior has reports describing this tactic in full detail. According to these 
reports, there have been several cases in which police officers and government 
officials became the target for these neighborhood poison pen drives after ~ 
in performance of their duties — they captured eneny agents, closed down com¬ 
munist print shops, or raided the secret meetings of the officials of the out¬ 
lawed CP. 

One fine day the neighbors of a West German government official, who 
had incurred the wrath of the communists, received ordinary letters in the 
mail containing slanderous statements. The truth about unimportant events 
was so skillfully mingled in with a very pointed lie that the recipients of 
these letters accepted them on face value; the letters, in essence, warned 
them against the excessive zeal of their particular neighbor. The letters 
also mentioned certain private facts which were known throughout the neigh¬ 
borhood and which were very skillfully tied in with these lies; the person 
thus slandered was charged with trying to advance in his career by climbing 
over his fellow man. 

According to the Ministry, there have been cases in which the govern¬ 
ment officials thus slandered requested transfer to another city after such 
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poison pen campaigns which usually lasted for several weeks and which were 
then suddenly interrupted at the psychologically proper moment; these men 
had to request transfer because their good reputation in the neighborhood 
had been destroyed. 

In other cases, police officers and other personnel of the Department 
of Justice and other agencies after such massive poison pen campaigns had to 
ask their superiors to relieve them temporarily in order to escape further 
slander. The persistence with which the communist agents "work on" indivi¬ 
duals can be demonstrated particularly clearly by Lower Saxonian Minister of 
Justice Dr. Arvid von Uottbeck; week after week he received bucketsful of 
protest letters in his office and at homo which allegedly were sent from all 
population groups in East Germany. 

Entire classes of school children from East Berlin to Frankfurt on the 
Oder protested in these letters; the personnel of many East German large- 
scale enterprises sent petitions and other groups specialized in threatening 
and slanderous letters. And all this was done because, somewhere along the 
iron curtain boundary, an agent or his female or male helpers were arrested 
and sentenced by a regular court. 

According to refugees from East Germany and on the basis of other evi¬ 
dence, these letter writing campaigns, which were directly aimed at the Minis¬ 
ter, were likewise launched by the East German government and party agencies 
which also supervised these drives. 

The detailed information on persons who are supposed to be neutralized 
through these poison pen campaigns cones from many sources. The East 3erlin 
Ministry of State Security has worked out a very detailed method for getting 
information on residents of West Germany. All material on persons from West 
Germany, such as for instance personal information contained in applications 
for entry permits to East Germany and the other documentation obtained in 
connection with the issue of passes to visit East Berlin are used by the East 
German Ministry of State Security. 

This information is supplemented by innocent looking remarks and notes 
obtained whenever the individual registered or checks out in East German towns 
or cities; besides, there are about 16,000 agents in West Germany who further 
supplement this information. 
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ITALIAN COMMUNIST ORGAN DISCUSSES VIETNAM 
AND SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS 


[Following is a translation of excerpts from an article by 
Mario Alicata, entitled, "More on Vietnam, the USSR and China*, 
in the Italian-language daily newspaper l'Unita (Unity), 
of the Communist Party of Italy, Rome, 28 March 1965* P 3*] 


The reply given by ^Unitji last Sunday to a group of readers who 
had written on the Vietnam question has moved still other readers to 
write us expressing either thair dissent or their agreement* Mary of 
these letters denounce, in impassioned terms, the American crimes in 
Southeast Asia; others discuss the position of the USSR in this con¬ 
flict, and Chinese-Soviet relations. 

To realize the poverty of the arguments it uses, let us examine 
the latest Chinese document attacking the CPSU and the consultative 
conference in Moscow. Of arguments there are none, or rather there is 
only one and that one is false 1 It is that the Moscow consultative 
conference was an attempt to divide the movement. Now you can say what 
you will about the conference: that it was timely or untimely, useful 
or valueless, but there is one thing you cannot say about it: you cannot 
say that the conclusions it arrived at are "divisive*" You need only 
look at the entire non-Communist press. That press is unanimous in 
saying that the Moscow conference was an attempt to obtain a renewal of 
the debate, if not an actual reconciliation, with the Chinese comrades. 

If anything, the non-Communist press has tried to present the Moscow 
conference as the product of Chinese pressure on the Communists of the 
USSR and the other countriesJ 

On the other hand, if we do accept this false premise, what is 
this most recent Chinese document if not a typical example of denuncia¬ 
tion of "Khrushchevism as modern revisionism,* of the 20th Congress, of 
the "alliance" allegedly concluded between the imperialists and all the 
socialist countries (except China and Albania) and all the Communist 
parties (except the Chinese, Albanian, and Japanese)? 
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And how is it possible that some of the readers who write us and 
ingenuously repeat these contentions (one of these readers, Ignazio 
Attalienti of Bari* deems the Chinese document to be 11 incontrovertible n 
without yet having read it in its entirety) cannot see the absurdity of 
putting the question in this manner? We have always believed that many 
of the topics brought up at the 20th Congress deserved, and deserve, 
profound ideological and political stucjy: to begin with, the problem of 
Stalin and Stalinism, certainly not so as either to rehabilitate or to 
bury in oblivion the errors and crimes that Stalin committed and that 
Stalinism transformed into theory, but rather to discover the roots of 
these deviations and indeed to take steps that would enable them to be 
extirpated forever from the Communist and labor movement* 

At the same time, we have always believed, and still believe, 
that at least five other important topics should be made the object of 
a collective ideological effort by the entire movement, as follows: 

1* A better definition of the strategy of peaceful coexistence 
as it relates to the liberation movements of the colonial and former 
colonial peoples* 

2* The relationships, within the socialist world, between the 
more-developed and the less-developed countries, and the coordination of 
the rhythm of development of the socialist movement as a whole* 

3* The relationship between socialist construction and the 
development of the countries of the "third world*" 
lu The problems of socialist democracy* 

5* The strategy of the struggle for socialism in the advanced 
capitalist countries — the complexity of which stands out clearly, 
furthermore, in Togliatti's writings as reprinted by us on the 72nd 
anniversaxy of his birth — in connection with the struggle for peaceful 
coexistence* 

Would the Chinese comrades like to discuss these (and other) 
subjects? Good; let 1 8 discuss them! Would they perhaps like to discuss 
whether there has ever, at any time, been a manifestation of any tendency 
in the Soviet Union toward a "great power" policy in its confrontations 
with other socialist countries and with the international workers' 
movement? Good; let's discuss this openly, tool But for goodness 
sake, let there be discussion* In other words, let's be done with the 
insults, with the slander, with the stereotyped insinuations, and let 
us also be done with citing passages from Marx, Engels or Lenin that 
were written at a time when not only did none of the problems that con¬ 
front us exist but when they were not even conceivable* 

And let us also, on the part of the Chinese comrades, be done, on 
the one hand, with judging as "revisionist" the entire policy line 
elaborated by the CPSli since the 20th Congress, and on the other hand, 
with calling for a "return" to the declarations of 1957 and I960* For 
you can say aiything about these declarations (and we have many things 
to say about them) except that you cannot say that they do not reflect 
that liner, even with all the approximations and hesitations that they 
contained* 
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CONTRIBUTION TO THE DISCUSSION FORUM OF THE 19TH AUSTRIAN CP CONGRESS 


/Following la a translation of an article entitled "Contri- 
button to the Discussion Forum of the 19th Austrian CPC" by 
Karl Kraushofer In the Oerman-language dally organ of the 
Austrian CP Volksstlmme (People's Voice), Vienna, 25 March 

1965 * P*S e 6 J 


One of the greatest threats to the struggle for socialism in 
Austria, in my opinion, is the spreading de-ideologization of the Austrian 
X «bor movement. The extent to which this de-ideologization process, which 
Has hit large groups of workers, has progressed can be determined by the 
X individual who takes the trouble to discuss ideological viewpoints with his 
f el low workers. The shattering thing here is the level of opinions that 
Comes put in these discussions. It is obvious that the ruling bourgeoisie 
X t\ Austria is very much interested in continuing this de-ideologization 
p>xoces8. 

This indicates quite clearly that it is in the interest of the 
working class to make every effort to raise the ideological level of the 
Austrian working class. It is also quite obvious that we communists here 
H^ve the lion’s share of the work cut cut for us. During the ideological 
discussion in 1937 and 1938 about the existence of the Austrian nation 
X t: was we who awakened the Austrian spirit in the working class — in 
Contrast to the bourgeoisie which was not Austrian-nationalist minded 
X>ut German-nationalist minded, and in contrast to the representatives 

the farmers who supposedly were "for Austria" but in many cases actually 
"\neant a return of the monarchy. 

In a similar manner we advocated this idea in the struggle for 
neutrality during the years preceding the Austrian State Treaty. Let us 
recall what happened then: the term "neutrality" was anathema to many 
^people at that time (yes, politicians in the ruling circles still have 
“reservations when the idea of neutrality comes up). But as the idea of 
neutrality spread to more and more people, the others -- as in the case 
of the issue of the Austrian nation in the past -- picked up this idea 
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and used it for their own political objectives. The fact that they used 
our ideas is something positive; but we made the mistake of not being 
energetic enough in showing everyone that it was we who pointed to this new 
road. 


We have now arrived at that turning point at which the Austrian 
workers, who account for 707. of the population, must be made to realize 
that their political influence is still lagging far behind because the 
big bourgeoisie is still at the controls -- despite, or perhaps because 
of the coalition. Here, by the way, the coalition could just as well 
operate with a different prefix. (This, after ail, is the thing we criti¬ 
cize on itl) 

But who if not we, communists, could awaken the workers, this 
•'sleeping giantand let them know how strong they really are. Who but 
us could make it clear to the Austrian working class today — as we did In 
the past in the discussions about the Austrian nation and later on about 
the need for neutrality — that a new "advance from accumulated quantity 
to a new quality" in other words to socialism has become historically 
necessary. With our "peaceful Austrian road to socialism" we have begun 
to indicate the road the country must travel. But I think that our failure 
to convince the majority of the Austrian working class of the correctness 
of our long-range view is due to the following reasons: the long-range 
view, which points out this "road," must of necessity be abstract. If we 
want to find a broader form for this, in order to be understood by everybody, 
we must be able to bring up specific examples, such as, for instance, how 
our road to socialism in the Bezirk, in the places of employment, and in 
the rural areas would work out. This cannot be done around the conference 
table; this must be done through grass-roots discussions with the cadres 
who would then be able to discuss these specific ideas with the socialist 
and the Christian workers and also with the workers who do not have any 
party affiliation. But this is the very thing we failed to do. I tried 
to discuss specific issues with the comrades in Vienna in an effort to use 
the fruits of these discussions in my work in my district but this attempt 
failed. 


In addition, we must make it very clear to our socialist class com¬ 
rades that, without the willing cooperation of the socialist workers, Austria 
will simply not be able to move toward socialism. 

The third reason, which I can mention here, is the lack of possibil¬ 
ities of letting the broad working class as a whole know just how effective 
our ideas are. Some phony democrats would have us believe that we enjoy 
freedom of speech, press, and assembly, under our constitution; to these 
phonies we must say this: in these modern times of technology, this freedom 
also includes the modern mass media, that is, radio and television. Anyone 
who deprives us of the opportunity to participate in these media and anyone 
who sanctimoniously abuses the idea of freedom of speech and freedom of the 
press is a hypocrite. The battle for the breakup of the radio and televi¬ 
sion monopoly is a part of the struggle against the deideologization of the 
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'working class. If, under the pretext of the "depolitization" of television 
^nd radio, the Austrian bourgeoisie should have more than enough with what 
dt is getting now from these sources, then the Austrian workers, that is, 
“70% of our people, would certainly have to insist on being given "freedom 
of speech" in these mass media likewise. We communists are a part of those 
“70% and we have proof that it was we who made the greatest sacrifices for 
Austria percentage wise; this is why no one can take this right away from 

*J8. 


I therefore welcome the statement made under Point 11 of our theses: 
•••if large portions of the socialist workers raise these demands and if 
they exert action, jointly with their class comrades, in order to put pressure 
on the Socialist Party leaders, to advance the demands of the working class," 
Xn my opinion, these theses have just one shortcoming: the socialist workers 
should have been urged to participate in the discussion at least on the 
issue of the struggle about the participation of workers and employees in 
enterprise management. 
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L»UNITA i 1 CHINESE ATTACK 19-PARTT CONFERENCE 1 


/following is a translation of an article entitled, 
^iKard Chinese Attack on the 19-Party Conference, 11 
in the Italian-language daily newspaper of the 
Italian Communist Party, l 1 Unita (Unity), Rome, 

23 March, 1965* page 12*7 


Peking, 22 March — Jen-min Jih-pao (The People 1 s 

Daily) today published a violent article condemning the con¬ 
ference of 19 Communist parties held in Moscow the beginning 
of March* The meeting, according to the Chinese statements, 
lias raised "new and serious obstacles to the holding of a 
conference of all the fraternal parties* 11 

,f Ve have already stated, 11 ' says the article, "that if 
there really were a desire to call a useful world-wide con¬ 
ference, a period of four or five years would be required to 
fcring about the removal of the causes of friction existing 
"Within the international movement, but it now appears abso¬ 
lutely certain that this length of time is insufficient and 
that twice this much time, or even longer, is required*" 

Referring to the 19 Communist parties taking part in the 
Moscow meeting, the article rejects any proposal of a respite 
in the polemic* "Under present conditions," the newspaper 
states, "there is no use to bring an end to the public polemic, 
and no use to stop it for a day, a month, a year, a century, 
or for milleniums or tens of milleniums*" The Chinese claim 
that to discontinue the polemic "means that no longer should 
a distinction be made between what is right a nd what is wrong, 
giving proof of the most absolute contempt for truth." 
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The article asserts that the new Soviet leaders replacing 
Khrushchev "have confined themselves to changing only 

the label, and have used more cunning and subterfuge* to con¬ 
tinue to expand Khrushchevism, to display a revisionist policy, 
and, like Khrushchev, to reveal a Chauvinist and disruptive 
spirit. 11 

According to the Chinese, the Moscow conference represent¬ 
ed another step toward the breakup of the international Commu¬ 
nist movement. Without stating definitely what they mean, they 
addr "The grave decision of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union to call the disruptive Moscow meeting has given the 
world 1 s Marxist-Leninist parties the right to take the init¬ 
iative. Now there is every reason for us to openly and 
thoroughly criticize the revisionist line of the now leaders 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union." 

According to Jen-min Jih-pao , "the Soviet position is 
characterized by three fictions and by three realities: the 
anti-imperialist fiction, but really capitulation to imperial¬ 
ism; the fiction of unity, but really splitting; and the fic¬ 
tion of revolution, but really downright betrayal."' 

The Chinese daily reproves the Soviet leaders for doing 
what Khrushchev did. Their position is synthesized into four 
for 1 s and four against's: "taking a stand in favor of impe¬ 
rialism, and against socialism; taking a stand in favor of the 
Us, and against China and the other revolutionary countries; 
taking a stand in favor of the reactionaries, and against na¬ 
tional liberation movements and peoples' revolutions; and 
alignment in favor of the Tito clique, and against the fra¬ 
ternal Marxist-Leninist parties struggling against imperial¬ 
ism. 


With regard to Vietnam Jen-min Jih-pao saysr "The new 
Soviet leaders declare their support for the revolutionary 
struggle of the people of South Vietnam, but they really wish 
to build up political capital, which will be of use in their 
negotiations with the US imperialists, to successfully com¬ 
plete their conspiracy, in view of peace talks intended, al¬ 
together in vain, to suppress the struggle of the paople of 
South Vietnam." 

The article ends with the recommendation to the Soviet 
leaders that they thoroughly review their own positions, and 
it lays down the following conditions: 11 (1) publicly declare 
that the orders issued for the calling of a schismatic confer¬ 
ence are erroneous and illegal; (2) publicly and solemnly con¬ 
fess that* Khrushchevian revisionism, big-power Chauvinism 
and schism are all fallacies; (3) publicly admit that the 
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revisionist line and the program adopted by the XX and the 
XXII Congresses of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union are 
in error(4) publicly admit that everything the Soviet lead¬ 
ers have said and done against China, Albania, the Japanese 
Communist Party, and other Marxist--Leninist parties is a mis¬ 
take; and {$) publicly pledge to renounce the errors of 
Khrushohevlan revisionism and to return to Marxism-Leninism, 
to proletarian internationalism and to the principles of the 
declarations of «57 and , 60* 11 


We publish, as is customary, the excerpts from the ar¬ 
ticle in Jen-mln Jlh-pao which have reached us through the 
press agencies. We are reserving a detailed reply to the 
article until such time as we are in possession of the complete 
text, which will not be for two or three days. For the time 
being, we are permitted only to consider how the position of 
the Italian Communists with regard to the consultative meeting 
in Moscow has been interpreted by our Party*s Directorate in 
the statement which we are publishing together with the offic¬ 
ial statement of the 19 parties. In it were some of our reser¬ 
vations on some points of the official statement, and there 
were called to mind our theses on the motives to be followed, 
in our opinion, in all international activity while attempting 
a new unity In the world Communist movement. However, we re¬ 
ject as completely arbitrary the charge of schism made by 
Jen-mln Jlh-pao against the Moscow conference, this being pre- 
cTsely" what all participants — though in various tones — di.d 
their utmost to avoid. 

The violent tone of the Chinese attack reveals a premed¬ 
itated desire not to look for avenues of discussion and agree¬ 
ment, although difficult, but to impose an unacceptable dicta¬ 
tion upon the Communist movement. Absurd and unacceptable, 
then, are the insults to the Soviet comrades and to the other 
parties which met at Moscow, all of which are regarded by the 
Chinese as ... confederates of imperialism and reaction; While 
such demagogy is always to be rejected, it seems especially 
reprehensible at this time, when it is more than ever neces¬ 
sary and urgent for the entire socialist world to show a unit¬ 
ed front against US aggression. 

©le line, not of discussion but of violence and harmful 
polemics (There is a great difference between the twoi), on 
which the Peking comrades seem to like to insist, does not 
appear OQmpatible with the quest for unity, even though so 
proclaimed by them; and unfortunately, along with the words, 
there are also some things in the Chinese Communist attitude 
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which, consistent with the line expressed by Jen-min Jlh-pao , 
certainly do not facilitate the uniting of thesocialist 
world against imperialist attack, and would favor an easy 
polemic retaliation on the instrumental nature of the Chinese 
position on the Vietnam problem with reference to the Soviet 
Union. 
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URUGUAYAN CP SPEAKS OUT ON SOLIDARITY IN 
WORLD COMMUNIS* 


following is a translation of an article by Enrique Rodriguez 
entitled “International Polemic on Communism and Solidarity 
Duties of the Hour 11 in the Vanish-language daily organ of the 
Uruguayan CP, El Popular (The Peopled Daily), Montevideo, 

19 March 1965, page 3*/ 


If persons who are little informed could underestimate 
or simply misunderstand the transcendent importance of the 
unity of the communist movement on the world scale, if the 
beloved battle watchword that immortalized forever Marx and 
Engels "Proletarians of all countries, unite!" - should be 
interpreted as a mere obligatory colophon of every communist 
or socialist proclamation and not as the essence of this 
movement which is transforming the history, if all this and 
other accumulation of misunderstanding should obscure or 
cloud the importance of the unity of the international 
communist movement, there is also life, the burning issues 
of the revolutionary struggle which place again the accent 
on this basic principle of communism. 

All those of us who have been fighting for years in 
the communist movement and have lived through its fortunes, 
ver* struck by the harshness of the ideological polemic 
which has been confronting various detachments of communism 
for the past five years. Nobody who understands something 
of the subject can deceive himself as to the fact.that this 
polemic is serious and that the problems which are being 
discussed are not simply minor, limited problems or mere 
subtleties* The debate deserves thorough attention, for it 
toucheg the principal problems of the burning era in which 
we are living, it includes in its conflicting themes 16 
revolutionary perspectives over a long period of time, and 
it is developing in the atmosphere of an explosive interna¬ 
tional situation, with nuclear weapons forming the 
background spene. There is nothing more important which 
should be clarified by appropriate means without hurting 
-the essential unity than these great problems of principle. 



It would be suicide if we didn't do it, if we tried 
to escape from the responsibility which is ours as the 
responsibility of those who fight for the cause of communism, 
if we shrugged our shoulders and assumed an impossible 
"neutrality”, if we fell victims of fatalism. The communist 
movement, which was born with a historical mandate, namely 
that of becoming the gravedigger of the capitalist regime, 
has no talent for suicide. On the contrary, all its records 
(which are now of more than 120 years of standing) show that 
it is in the profound ideological search, in the struggle 
and discussion of principles that this movement has found and 
continues to find the vitality which enables it to proceed 
with the inexorable task of burying the decrepit world and 
creating the new world of work. Ve reaffirm our belief that 
it will be so again this time. 

Ve must carry out a discussion which defines these 
problems. The communist family cannot liberate the entire 
world from the chains of capitalist slavery and give an 
answer to the innumerable themes which the stirred world 
situation places before us, unless we refine to the maximum 
the common solutions whioh guide and induce various detach¬ 
ments to carry out the struggle in so many different and 
sometimes dissimilar situations in which they have to act in 
every country or every continent. 

The creative and unifying work of communism, which 
was built patiently with the participation of all the 
communist and labor parties, with the rich and multiple 
experience of 81 parties (the largest number united in the 
history of communism), - we repeat - this work was carried 
out at the highest level by the international meetings of 
1957 and i960. The documents of these conferences will 
remain forever in the communist history as decisive mile¬ 
stones, as clear answers, and at the same time as passionate 
calls for united struggle of all the proletarian detachments 
in the world at the crucial moments [in the history] of 
humanity, at the time when such answers were necessary and 
indispensable• 

It is a fact, a painful and hard fact, but nev¬ 
ertheless a fact that the resolutions and principles of the 
declarations of 1957 and i 960 are not backed up at the 
present moment by all those who have signed them on those 
occasions. It is also a fact that this neglect of those 
principles led certain parties (and also countries) to act 
in disharmony with regard to the themes of the highest 
importance. This attitude raises serious Issues such as 
world peace, the possible ways of the revolution in 
individual countries, etc. Undoubtedly the most serious of 
the issues is the issue of fractioning, namely the violation 
of the principles that the Parties should not be divided for 
any reason, that there should be no interference in the life 
and internal unity of the Parties under the pretext of the 



current polemic or any other pretext. All this is true, and 
the explosive events such as the last speech by Fidel Castro 
reveal the seriousness of the issue. 


There should be one question which arises: How to 
close the breach? How to find ways in the communist dialogue 
to bring about a common solution? How to find an appropriate 
method to clarify the issue? 

The Communist Party of Uruguay has taken its position 
sinoe the beginning of the polemic. It supported the views 
of the Communist Party of the USSR and of the other parties 
with regard to the issues under discussion, it criticized 
loyally and fraternally the views of the Communist Party of 
China f when it considered it necessary the reasons why it 
took such a position, but it always left the door clearly 
open for discussion and understanding as a cornerstone of 
its position. Thus it supported the proposal of the CPSU 
and other parties to suspend the polemic for a specific 
period of time in the hope of getting a response from the 
Communist Party of China. Thus it expressed its view that 
the meeting of the Commission of the Parties which was to 
be held (at first in December and then on l6t of March) was 
not a meeting designed to exclude or to sanction any party 
but rather to find ways to discuss the issue. Thus it 
participated actively in the preparation and implementation 
of the historical meeting of all the Communist Parties of 
Latin America which was held [at the end] of last year. 

Thus it approved the document signed in Moscow on 1st of 
March, by which various parties insisted that we should find 
ways to bring about an understanding. 

Let us say at the beginning that life, the burning 
and stimulating struggle, the specific compromises which 
this struggle forces us to accept, show even to those who 
are little informed that it is necessary to bring about 
militant unity of the common front in the face of the common 
enemy that the division in our rank and file is harmful at 
such decisive moments. 

The last speech of Fidel Castro, which was in line 
with the spirit of the latest declarations (the declaration 
of the Communist Parties of Latin America and the declara¬ 
tion of Moscow of the 1st of March) deals with the problem 
from that angle. But beyond the theses of 1957 and i960 
(better to say, in the spirit of those theses), Fidel 
discusses the following issue: There is Vietnam! There is 
the oriminal aggression of the Yankees, there is the threat 
of Congo, the threat in Cuba (and we, the Uruguayans, can 
Add the following: there is the Inter-American Defense 
.Board, aoting as polios running over the [South] Amorioan 
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continent). It means: there is the enemy, armed to the teeth, 
powerful and able to bite. To use his own words: How long 
shall we debate the question whether [the teeth ?] are made 
of paper or iron ?" Let us show by acts, by specific, mate* 
rial assistance, whether we really want to overthrow 
imperialism, starting with steps to stop it and throw it out 
when it attacks a brotherly socialist country and tries to 
massacre patriots who. fight for their liberty, as they do in 
North and South Vietnam. That is a correct plan. 


On the other hand, let us examine the subject of the 
Communist Party of the USSR. Flexibility, extreme patience 
in ideological polemic, consultations to the point that they 
are necessary to reach the agreement which we seek. But 
also action, militant attitude, unconditional assistance to 
those who fight! In October of 1962 (during the bitterest 
/and most unjust/ arguments of the international polemic) 
the game went on to the extreme limit with regard to Cuba. 

Now, in the midst of attempts to hold a meeting on March 1st, 
the visit of the Prime Minister of the USSR in Vietnam, 
serious engagements to provide assistance, the assistance is 
being put in effect with the speed which the circumstances 
permit. This is to sayi polemic, yes. But [also] militant 
internationalism, comradeship, consistent comradeship with 
all the risks, without asking questions about which side of 
the polemic has been taken by the Party of the country*which 
has been attacked by the common enemy. This is also the only 
correct position. 

To stun up: the only way to judge the attitudes in the 
face of this international polemic is to place them in the 
din of combat which will not cease until the enemy is 
annihilated. For example, if fractioning work which divides 
brotherly parties is dangerous and reprehensible, how can we 
judge an activity of this type if it takes place in the midst 
of such a tense situation involving so many imminent dangers? 

The polemic is necessary, because there are distinct 
ideological focuses. But the polemic will be possible only 
if we create conditions of minimum mutual respect and 
unconditional fighting solidarity. 

Is it possible to create such minimum conditions which 
are necessary? This is another important subject. We, the 
Uruguayan communists, engaged in a fight against any fatalism, 
convinced that the socialist and communist camp is much more 
something what unites us than what separates us, viewing the 
revolutionary movement from the viewpoint of its development 
and not statically, have sponsored the thesis according to 
which we 6an and should create such conditions for an 
Appropriate discussion. And not only in theory, but also in 
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practice* Our active and diligent participation in the 
preparation of the meeting of the Communist Parties of Latin 
America, which has brought such auspicious results, indicates 
that it is so* 

The division of the communist movement is not fatal. 
And it will be lqss fatal if all of us will take an active 
part in efforts to liquidate the causes of division, if we 
all fight in this direction, a duty which we should not 

dodge• 

The Moscow meeting, the last speech by Fidel have 
vitality and strength precisely because they are oriented in 
this militant sense and do not reflect an attitude of stand- 
Still, ("quietista"). 

We have the right to hope that in such serious moments 
all will assume the same responsibility with regard to the 
situation and will approach the terms of the necessary agree¬ 
ment* History will not forgive those who will display 
indolence in the fulfillment of such a penetrating obligation 
with regard to the peoples and with regard to the revolution* 
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AUSTRIAN DISSIDENT COMMUNIST PERIODICAL DECRIES THE 
11 RULE BY ALL" SLOGAN AS REVISIONIST 


/.Following is a translation of an article signed A. S. 
entitled, "Rule By All —■ A Dangerous Illusion 11 in the 
German-language dissident, pro-Chinese, semimonthly 
"Tribune of the Mandst-Leninists in the Austrian CP," 
Rote Fahne ( Red Hag), No, 32, Vienna, 15 March 1965, 
peges 3-7x/ 


We have received a collective communication from seve¬ 
ral comrades in connection with the discussion about the Revi¬ 
sionist slogan "rule by all" [=co-determination] which has been 
reported on in the Rote Fahne for one year (see, in particular, 
Rote Fahne, No 5,7,12,13, and 19). This communication which 
we received does not refer to the document "rule by all" 
which meanwhile has been published by the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of Austria, but it does contain a num¬ 
ber of important thoughts•which are of significance even in 
the critical evaluation of that document. 

The Communist Party of Austria calls for "the rule by 
all workers and employees" in the Capitalist economy. This 
slogan is not new -- new is merely the fact that the Commu¬ 
nist Party of Austria pushes now a slogan which it formerly 
had clearly recognized as an attempt to mislead the working 
people about the true nature of the Capitalist state and Ca¬ 
pitalist economy, a slogan which is dragged out from the 
ideological armory of the coalition parties. 

How can it be that, all of a sudden, "real possibili¬ 
ties " for a true rule by all workers are supposed to exist 
in the Capitalist economy? 

As # in the case of many "new" theories of modern Revi¬ 
sionism, the "changed situation" has again’ to*take care of 
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this. To be sure, the situation has changed -- but by no 
means in its fundamental aspects -- with respect to the 
formerly prevailing situation. Nevertheless, no matter which 
changes are examined, all changes indicate that the fight 
for the revolutionary fall of the Capitalist exploitation 
system is today more promising and more ncessary than ever 
and that this revolutionary fight can be and must be intensi¬ 
fied. Nowhere are there any changes from which one were forced 
to conclude that this fight could be softened, that it could 
be watered down by the old tactics of the Social Democrats of 
’’peacefully making one’s nest” within Capitalism or by the 
ancient Social Democratic illusion that the Capitalist so¬ 
ciety is some sort of stock company of little people and big 
people in which the workers fight for a bigger portion of 
the shares and, finally, for the controlling portion^giving 
them the rule. 

The propagators of the "rule by all” say also that that 
of which they dream has once existed. At the end of World 
War II, the workers in a number of large Austrian companies 
had some say and, in a certain sense, they had some say only 
when they -- at uncertain and bad wages and with poor food — 
restored the industrial plants which had been destroyed in 
the War and when they put them again into operation. Indeed, 
the Capitalists were at that time in the background and let 
the workers do the job; they uttered some patriotic sayings 
to encourage the workers in their sacrifice and responsible 
attitude. But — have this 'frule by all” and this ’’co-responsi¬ 
bility” changed anything about the fact that those companies 
remained Capitalist companies and that the Austrian State re¬ 
mained a Capitalist state? What happened after this springtime 
of the ’’rule by all"? 

In 1946/1947, the largest enterprises of the Austrian 
heavy industry, which previously had mostly been in the hands 
of German capitalism or its state, were nationalized. Under 
the demagogic slogan "these plants belong now to the entire 
nation", the plants were rebuilt by the working people 
under the greatest economic sacrifices. Capitalism saw in this 
the only possibility for retaining its power — moreover, the 
intentions of Capitalism were to set up a front against the 
Soviet administration of some of these enterprises -- and 
agreed to the nationalization. Capitalism did not fare badly 
in this matter. 

The strengthening of the economic and political power 
of Capitalism went hand in hand with the reconstruction of 
the economy based on the sweat of the workers. When the moor 
had done*his duty, he could go and his "rule by all” and ”co- 



responsibility" turned into some sort of commemorative medal 
which he can wear on holidays, while others cash in the 
profits. 

As far as the nationalized industry is concerned, it 
developed steadily into a "fountain of health" for Capitalist 
private economy. The latter collects the cream in the form of 
goods and services which the "nationalized" industries left 
for it far below the actual value and in form of orders for 
which the nationalized industries pay exuberant prices. 

The promoters of the "rule by all" and of "co-responsi¬ 
bility" (they place, of course, less emphasis on the latter, but 
they themselves admit that it cannot be separated from the 
"rule by all") want to make their theories more palatable to 
the workers,who have a good reason for being sceptical, by 
saying that the "rule for all" is an element of the struggle 
for Socialism, a step on the peaceful road toward Socialism. 
Nevertheless, experience shows that the "rule by all" is 
not a road to Socialism, but merely a method to harness the 
workers for the purposes of the Capitalists. 

ffn connection with this, Egon Kodicek's arguments in 
the February issue of Arbeit (page 11) are of interest. In 
his discussion with "another colleague" whom he does not iden¬ 
tify -- it is comrade Flanner of Vienna-Neustadt -- who had 
demanded that the whole truth be told in the fight for the 
"rule by all", namely that some sort of transition measure 
is a "means" in the fight for the downfall of Capitalism, 
Kodicek answers explicitly that this is not so and that Plan¬ 
ner’s arguments " by-pass the goal as far as their content 
is concerned". In view of the fact that,so far,the Revisionists 
have always directly intermingled the slogan of the rule by 
all with their plans for the "peaceful road to Socialism" 
and that for them it has even beat— if one may say so — one 
of the milestones along this road, the position taken by Kodi¬ 
cek, a member of the Politbureau, is not only new, but re¬ 
presents a certain withdrawal with respect to the arguments 
of those comrades who -- in spite of the most intensive brain¬ 
washing by the Revisionists — have kept a certain degree of 
revolutionary common sense. Editor’s note.) 

The creators of the "rule by all" theory are of the 
opinion that the effects brought about by socialistic poli¬ 
cies and by labor law represent as yet no "rule by all" in 
the true sense and that even positions held in Government, 
Parliament, and in the Chambers of Commerce are not sufficient 
for the establishment of a true "rule by all". Since, however, 
this "true" rule by all is supposed to encompass all problems 
of economics, finance, and investment policies ,the question 
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arises which institutions and bodies are supposed to execute 
and to guarantee all this. The answer is: the unions and the 
worker councils. 

We, however, ask: what type of policy has been and 
is being conducted in the unions and worker councils? Have 
these institutions ever done anything decisive against the 
Capitalistic policies of the Government? What is supposed to 
be gained from these institutions,of which we are tired after 
a whole series of! "wages-price pacts'*, after their function¬ 
ing in the "parities" and in the so-called "economy coun¬ 
cil"? 


In more favorable times, the Communist Party of Austria 
has fought a valiant battle against the cheating by such coun¬ 
cils and committees to which the workers are subjected, and 
the Party has shown how, in the end, all resolutions of these 
bodies lead to increased profits for the employers and to theft 
from the working population. And now the Communist Party of 
Austria promotes a similar thing? How can anything essential 
result from this when the situation is simply a little bit 
reorganized and a few new names are invented? 

This does not imply that the unions and worker organi¬ 
zations are unnecessary or that there exist no constructive 
possibilities which these institutions provide for the fight 
of the workersi however, these possibilities can, after all, 
only be evaluated when the workers are told the simple facts, 
what can be expected and what cannot be expected, when things 
are not turned around. Otherwise, greatest damage may result; 
the workers are misled and diverted from the battle if one does 
,not tell them that unions and worker councils participate de¬ 
cisively in the policies promoting with phrases about "Socia¬ 
list rule" the coalition course to secure the Capitalist rule 
and to enrich the employers at the expense of the workers. The 
hope that this state could eventually be changed is an empty 
dream. Even when it is ascertained a hundred times that the 
"rule by all" must not be a "social partnership", precisely 
this "social partnership" is all there is to be gained from 
the unions and worker councils. There is a healthy class- 
consciousness in the statement of that union official who 
declared: "Capitalism can withstand the policy of the union 
and of the worker council for a million years!" 

How can it be accomplished to win over the workers for 
the fight to get rid of the Capitalist social order? Certain¬ 
ly only by explaining them and by proving to them the incura¬ 
bility of the ills of that order, by explaining them the un¬ 
conditional necessity of the downfall of Capitalism, by making 
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them understand that it is important that the workers do not 
execute a "rule by all", but that their voice be determining, 
that it is important to gain the power for the workers. In¬ 
stead of making this clear to the workers, the Revisionists 
are eager to better organize Capitalism and to spread the 
belief that it is in this way possible to approach Socialism. 

What about the national economic plans which are of such 
importance in thq notions of those who are for a "rule by all"? 
Naturally* such plans could exist; in fact, Austria would not 
be the first Capitalist country with such a plan. After all, 
"economic planning" existed also under Hitler and Mussolini, 
and today such plans exist, for instance, in France, Belgium, 
and other Capitalist states where -- as in Austria — prices 
and exploitation are rising. That the "plan" does not prevent 
this (just as little as it removes joblessness, creeping infla¬ 
tion, and the essentially anarchist character of the economy) 
is not because of some smaller or bigger errors which could 
be eliminated, rather, because of the fact that a Capitalist 
social order exists and all "plans" serve to maintain this 
order and to prolong its life-time even if that or the other 
detail of the plans corresponds to one or another of the daily 
interests of the working population. 

It is, thus, necessary to reject the slogans of the 
"rule by 1 all" as fundamentally wrong and dangerous and to fight 
instead vigorously for the popularization of Socialism, for 
the revolutionary education and preparation of the workers, 
for the fall of Capitalism. This will be a fight to settle the 
question about who is supposed to rule and not to put under 
the' motto of a ,f rule by all" on the workersT shoulders the 
co-responsibility for the incurable ills of the Capitalist 
system . 


The false slogan of the "rule by all" must be rejected, 
even if there should be workers who have illusions and who do 
not understand us. They will even better understand tomorrow 
whatever they do not understand today. And it is a must to 
fight the battle for the workers* rule, for Socialism,even when 
the bourgeois social fitness of certain officials should suffer 
from this. The fact that this battle will be long and hard does 
not change anything about its necessity. 
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ARVB KRISTENSEN SCORES BROSTIGEN ARTICLE 
"RENEWAL IN THE PARTI TO DEVELOP DEMOCRACY FURTHER" 


/Following is a translation of an article by Arve Kristensen 
entitled, "Fairly Old •New Thinking 1 " in the Norwegian- 
language daily newspaper of the Norwegian CP, Frlheten 
(Freedom), Oslo, 12 March 1965* pages 11, 12 and 1 hj 


When I read Ounnar Brostigen*s article in Frlheten on 2 and 3 
March /See Translations of International Communists Developments No* 700, 
JPRS: 29,203/ under the title "Renewal in the Party to Develop Democracy 
Further," my first thought vast what is the purpose of this article? So 
I read the whole thing once again and asked myself the same question be¬ 
cause I soon noted that the "new thinking" Brostigen proposes as far as 
production in enterprises is concerned is a "new thinking" which is quite 
old and in reality hardly leads to greater democracy. I shall not under¬ 
take any profound analysis of Brostigen*s article, but I want to deal with 
a part of it. 

Brostigen*s starting-point is that our party has regressed in the 
last 20 years* He maintains that the people*s attitude is quite clear 
and says literally, "The dogmatic un-national and undemocratic elements 
in our party* s policies have been, and are, directly incompatible with 
the deep appreciation for freedom and human worth which our history has 
ingrained in the Norwegian people." In my opinion that is a somewhat 
superficial manner for Brostigen to evaluate the party* s decline* In¬ 
deed, it is not only a superficial manner of doing so, basically it is 
only an assumption. There are numerous examples which show that parties 
progress even though dognatic, un-national and undemocratic elements 
exist in the policies of these parties (I refer to parties which do not 
subscribe to Marxism, that is, the bourgeois parties). In his article 
Brostigen also says that we must "rid ourselves of dogmatism in the 
only possible way by formulating a new non-dogma tic and progressive 
policy* Policy must first find an unprejudiced line through unbiased 
discussion* It must be worked out in detail by concrete investigation 
of Norwegian reality* Its implementation must be assured by electing as 



representatives those comrades who completely represent the renewal and 
who consider themselves morally obliged to disassociate themselves clearly 
from the un-national and undemocratic elements in our previous policies. N 

I have the impression that this matter of electing representatives 
is the main point of Brostigen's thinking, indeed so much so that it 
almost appears that he means that representatives are the party. To me, 
it is clear that the situation which at any time exists in the party (I 
mean the whole membership) is reflected in the leadership of the party. 

If there is something wrong with the party's policies, we in the entire 
party must take the blame for it. We must look at ourselves, all as one, 
and ask ourselves if we have done what we ought, to avoid the mistakes 
or to avert them. Then perhaps we might find out that many of us 
actually have not done very much. Yes, it is superficial to say that 
others have been dogmatic, un-national and undemocratic. Indeed, one 
can't be one of the parts if one has done nothing. I maintain that the 
main reason for our mistakes in policies is that each and every one of 
us does not conscientiously participate in the activity of the party. 

Mow, in regard to the struggle to increase democracy in our coun¬ 
try, there is no lack of unity in our party concerning its Importance. 

I agree with Brostigen's view that we should build on those traditions 
upon which the Norwegian people can rely in the struggle for expanding 
democracy. And I would like to emphasizes the tradition of struggle 
and of the class war. 

An important aspect of expanding democracy is, as Brostigen says, 
the achievement of democracy in the enterprises. However, Brostigen in 
his article in Friheten on 3 March erroneously presents the party's view¬ 
point in this matter. He gives only half truths: "The party's position 1 
in this matter has been limited to demanding representatives for the 
workers and employees on the management boards of the plant." And he 
says that such a solution will be superficial. It will be worthless, he 
says, pointing to West Germany among other examples. Yes, it would not 
be an over-all solution, and thus the party would never adopt such a 
half-way position. There is no worker or employee who would want to have 
boards of management of the firms without any objective, only as yes-men. 

No, the party's position is that the workers shall be represented 
on the management boards of the enterprises. The representatives shall 
be elected by dubs or trade unions and be protected by law, so they 
can freely advance the workers' Interests and viewpoints on the boards 
without risking reprisals. (It should be obvious that each dub or trade 
union should demand being kept informed as to what goes on.) 

The party's position in this matter is valid and one which our 
comrades at work understand. Proof of this is to be found in the many 
clubs and trade unions where the question has been discussed. The work¬ 
ers understand that it provides possibilities for revealing how the 
enterprises are actually managed and how the economic wealth which the 



workers and employees create together is allocated. In brief, the work¬ 
ers desire to participate .to a greater extent and more directly in the 
struggle for their economic interests. What this offers in terms of 
political possibilities, we all agree upon. A new platform for the 
class struggle will be created; and hence it is correct to stimulate 
the workers towards this development. 

Brostigen tells us that the party should take the following posi¬ 
tion in regard to production: The party should strive to be the 
inspiring $>rce for the increase of democracy in enterprises. If we are 
to fulfill this task, it is necessary that we whole-heartedly and without 
reservation take the lead in Increasing production and furthering pro¬ 
ductivity. An increased contribution will give the working class and 
the people power for the struggle for increased influence and expanded 
democracy. We should make clear that productivity can only be increased 
in any great degree by activating each individual worker and technical 
or administrative employee by means of increased democracy. Democracy 
makes it possible to capitalize on the insight and productive experience 
of the individual. It is obviously decisive that increased production 
leads to increased real wages. 11 

This quotation from Brostigen 1 s article in Friheten on 3 March 
shows how far one can be from Norwegian reality — despite the fact that 
he himself in his article stresses the necessity of relying upon the 
actual reality of our sooiety. 

The quotation could have been served up to us by the most 
conservative-socialist, class-collaborator that exists. Does not 
Brostigen really know what the fundamental law of capitalism is? Does 
not Brostigen know that labor is a commodity in capitalism? How is it 
possible for a member of our party to come up with such a demand as 
this that "...we whole-heartedly and without reservation also take the 
lead in increasing production and expanding productivity." Does 
Brostigen ignore the economic laws or capitalism? He says finally (in 
the above quotation): "It is obviously decisive that increased produc¬ 
tivity (it should of course be production? A.K.) leads to increased real 
wages. M All Norwegian workers who wish can see that the capitalists are 
not pursuing production with the motivation that the workers will receive 
increased real wages. 

I shair not comment on this any more but only give a little pic¬ 
ture of what will happen if we plainly delude the workers in going along 
with such a line as Brostigen proposes: With the activation of the 
workers and the employees which would take place, the following would 
approximately happen: increased produotlon and marketing difficulties. 
(The capitalists and their political parties do not wish to increase 
purchasing power.) In the competition the strong will triumph over the 
man. Many jobs will become unnecessary. The few big concerns will 
undertake rationalization and automation, and even more jobs will become 
unnecessary. We shall participate in accelerating this by following 



Brostigen* s advice. It will go faster than "normal” under capitalism. 
This is something every Norwegian worker should deplore. The workers 
should speak thuss "Competition is the business of the capitalists. We 
have enough to do in obtaining for ourselves a decent price for our 
labor and for the largest possible nisnber of us." 

Brostigen*s line will lead to a constriction of democracy. Think 
of those who will be out-of-work. What democratic progress will they make 
by our participating eagerly in a production anarchy which has outlived 
itself long ago, 

Brostigen says that all our political thinking has been paralyzed 
for many years and that we have in certain ways been adversely affected 
by our environnent, It can perhaps be a consolation to Brostigen to 
know that the environmental damage which finds expression in his article 
concerning "thinking new" in regard to expanding democracy — that 
damage from environment is fortunately not particularly widespread in 
the party or among the workers in the enterprises around the country. 

On the other hand, I think that we in our party have the environnent of 
many by tolerating poor discipline in our activity in society, and in 
the activities of our party organizations. Our work and our task span 
everything, From the battle for peace to the battle for the five ore. 
Hence, we must learn to treat matters in a thorough manner, preparing 
them well before we promulgate them. 

In regard to the party 1 s policies in the near future, I have com¬ 
plete confidence in the party's 11th National Convention, which will 
appraise the situation and make its decisions on that basis, I also 
have complete confidence that the National Convention will not procure 
for us any such "renewere" as Brostigen wishes. 


6893 

CSOt 3801-D 


- 36 - 



BROSTKJEN DEFENDS “RENEWAL" THESES AGAINST ATTACKS 
BY PETTERSEN, KRISTENSEN 


/Following is a translation of an article by Gunnar Brostigen 
entitled, "Some Comments" in the Norwegian-language daily 
newspaper of the Norwegian CP, Friheten (Freedom), Oslo, 24 
March 1965. pages 2, 6 and 7J 


Arne Patterson 1 s article in Friheten on 11 March /See Translations 
of International Communists Developments No. 704, JPRS: 29,431 J and Arve 
Kristensen 1 s article on the following day deal with some of the views 
expressed in my article "Renewal in the Party to Expand Democracy /.See 
Translations of International Communists Developments No. 700, JPRS: 
29,20^/. The discussion follows two main lines. First of all, there is 
a discussion of the problems which deal with the relation ship between the 
party's role in the struggle for democracy in industrial life and its 
attitude, stemming therefrom, towards increased production. In addition, 
there is a demand for a precise spelling-out of the dogmatic undemocratic 
and un-national elements in our policy, elements causing the people to 
reject our party in election after election in the last twenty years. 

To take the last first, I am convinced that all party members are 
in agreement that a majority of the Norwegian people hold the opinion 
that our party policies contain undemocratic and un-national elements, 
and that the question which finally must be clarified is the following: 
what is the concrete basis for this attitude developing and for its being 
so widespread? 

We must go back in time to find the reasons. The issue in the 
Norwegian labor movement which led to the formation of our party in 1923 
was the fight over the Moscow Theses, i.e., to what extent the political 
labor movement in our country should be a section of the Comintern or if 
it should independently formulate its policies. The historical basis for 
Comintern policies was the need to weld together the international labor 
movement in defense of the movement's greatest victory, the October 
Revolution* But 1? years later at the outbreak of World War II, it was 



historically anachronistic. It was a misfortune for our party that tha 
tradition which this policy had created was so strong. It led to the 
party's becoming confused by the Non-Aggression Pact between the Soviet 
Union and Germany. Audun Birkeland concludes in his article on this 
question in Friheten on 5 March i 11 Among other things we should realis¬ 
tically confess what other people here in the country know — that the 
Non-Aggression Pact had extremely negative consequences for the attitude 
of the Communists to the Resistance struggle — until the German attack 
on the Soviet Union in 1941. That should teach us something • M That con¬ 
clusion is undoubtedly correct. The party's attitude in 19^0 was, in the 
opinion of many people, characterized as un-national and prevented many 
people f*om having confidence in its motives, even if the party's great 
contribution during the war years for our people's freedom and right to 
self-determination led to a breakthrough in the postwar election* 

The practice which developed during the Comintern period — that 
the party's policies were laid down in Moscow — formally ended when the 
Comintern was abolished during the war. In reality this practice also 
continued to a large degree under the Cominform, not that it assumed the 
form of a demand from the Soviet Union's Communist Party, but because 
dogmatism, which was dominant during the adulation of the Stalin era, 
made it completely natural that such a practice should be followed. Our 
party's relationship to the Soviet Union and to Stalin was tightly en¬ 
snared in a net of dogmas. There developed a need for Norwegian Commu¬ 
nists to evaluate policy independently without blind acceptance, and led 
for the most part to these Communists becoming passive and slipping out 
of the party. 

The party was working in this atmosphere when NATO was created. 
Our own desire for a complete adherence to the position of the Soviet 
Union and its policies created taboo concepts when what was involved 
was a matter of putting before the Norwegian people a realistic alter¬ 
native to NATO. The party was not equal to the task. Today we are at 
the end of NATO's first twenty years. Now,as never before,we must formu¬ 
late a defense policy which can let us unite our people around the demand 
that the NATO Pact shall not be renewed. National independence requires 
national defense, a national defense which will not in any way be in 
opposition to an active Norwegian contribution to peace and peaceful 
co-existence. 

Our twisting-and-turning defense of the political practices of 
the Stalin period became the most important reason for the people's re¬ 
garding the party as un-national and undemocratic. But in addition to 
this the party in the party settlement of 19^9 clearly showed that it 
used such practices in its internal activity, subject to the limitation 
which followed from the fact that the party did not have power in the 
community. There existed a splinter center in the party but instead of 
limiting charges against this group for which there was a basis, there 
was set in operation a campaign to brand people as criminal, with accu¬ 
sations among other things of "Titoism," which as late as 1952 was 
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defined as '’designation of the Fascist system which was created in Yugo¬ 
slavia after World War H by agents of international imperialism in the 
Yugoslav labor movement*.." By such accusations and by the methods used 
during the period of expulsions the party demonstrated that it was an 
un-Norwegian party* 

But that which left the most permanent marks on the party’s poli¬ 
cies was the charge of bourgeois nationalism against the individuals 
expelled, and particularly the characterization of the party's policies 
during the war as bourgeois nationalistic* By this characterization the 
party tore down the base which had provided the means for marshalling 
170,000 votes in the first post-war election* 

The party settlement of 19^9 » with the methods and with the politi¬ 
cal problems it created, adversely affects the party even today* It is 
basically an unsolved problem, particularly because our leaders who should 
have fostered a factual and balanced evaluation of its consequences, still 
insist that the question was fundamentally handled in the National Con¬ 
vention in 1950 and at that time was decided once and for all* 

It should have been the party itself which subsequently undertook 
a re-appraisal of our foraer policies, to separate the wheat from the 
chaff* Instead, the Norwegian people learned about this policy through 
the anti-communist propaganda, with the damages resulting. Mistakes in 
party policies should be studied in order to learn from them. This 
evaluation must take place now because it has not taken place before. 

If the party is to play any role in the life of our people, it must of 
itself become an inspiring force for a renewal and expansion of democracy 
in our country* The 11th National Convention must reveal that the party 
does seek to avoid the demands of this task* 

The other theme handled in the above-mentioned articles is: how 
will the party perceive its role in the movement which is developing for 
expanding democracy in the economic sector? The question is whether the 
party will adopt the isolated position of being an observer or whether 
it will make itself a central and inspiring element in this movement. 

There can only be one answer to this question* The party can not 
take a half-way position* But it should also be clear to us that if we 
are to work actively to build up democracy in the economic sector in 
cooperation with all creative forces, then we must also be in the fore¬ 
front for increased production and productivity* A campaign for 
increased productivity without expanded democracy is an employers' posi¬ 
tion. A campaign for expanded democracy with a built-in fear of 
increased productivity is a sectarian viewpoint with roots back in the 
days of the machine wreckers /an obvious reference to the early indus¬ 
trial revolution when workers in handicraft industries destroyed the 
new machines which were making them technologically unemployed/’* In this 
area also the National Convention must discard attitudes based on taboos* 
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We should in the near future assume the task posed by the question of 
democracy in enterprises. We should not underrate the possibilities 
vhich will be created for furthering a rich democratic growth in con¬ 
nection with and as a consequence of democracy in enterprises. 

In his article Arne Pettersen compares dogmatism in our party 
with dogmatism in other parties 9 communist, socialist and bourgeois, and 
he is of course right in claiming that it is not only our party which is 
burdened with dogmatism. But we should not be content with such obser¬ 
vations when we know that a Marxist party — in contrast to other 
parties — possesses the tools to free Itself from dogmatism. The means 
is the creative and self-critical dialogue, which on the basis of Marxist 
and using its methods takes as its starting point the reality which is. 
Our party, which has a responsibility for our people's development, must 
not tolerate a dogmatization which constricts every progressive develop¬ 
ment. 


It is also true that there is a positive development in the party. 
But up to now this development has not gone any faster than it has be¬ 
cause our policies have always been several years behind the demands of 
reality. The National Convention must oorrect this situation. There is 
no basis for postponing this work for still another convention. 
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ITALIAN CP TAKES UP INTERNATIONAL UNIT! PROBLEMS 


[Following is a translation of an unsigned editorial 
entitled, "Our Internationalism," in the Italian-language 
weekly theoretical journal of the Italian Communist Party, 
Rinascita (Rebirth), Rome, 6 March 1965, page 2.] 

The problems of international unity, to which comrade Togliatti 
turned once again in the last days of his life with such acute and al¬ 
most heartbroken concern, appear to us today, in whatever aspect we con¬ 
sider them, as meaningful, essential and urgent as never before. 

They are the problems of a profound study, of a desire for re¬ 
newal, and for a work of self-criticism, even in those cases where the 
victories won not only must be consolidated, but demand further advance. 
They are the problems of broadened unity, and hence of a new unity of 
the forces of the working class in the western world. They are the 
problems of the international workers movements unity with the libera¬ 
tion movements, with their vanguard parties, which in new and different 
forms wish to lead toward socialism those countries which have liberated 
themselves from colonial slavery. Practical problems of techniques and 
strategy, problems of theoretical research, at a time when not to forget 
principles has to mean a capacity for breaking out of the traditional 
framework. 

Equally urgent and essential are the problems of anti-imperialist 
unity while aggression threatens and actually occurs, and of unity 
against the dangers of a war which is not inevitable, provided the 
forces of peace are united and aware. 

It is for this reason that Italian communists reaffirai their in¬ 
ternationalism, which does not pretend that everything in the garden is 
lovely, nor is content with the repetition of formulas which can have no 
correspondence with reality, nor even watchwords which are right only on 
condition that they reflect a new reality. 

"Workers of the world, unite," is not, for us, merely a motto to 
write beside the mastheads of our newspapers. This is why we cannot 
deny the existence of disagreements, even profound ones, nor believe 
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that we can put an end to them, with silence as the only alternative to 
a quarrel. We do not fear debate, we think that a joint search is use¬ 
ful, even if it will have to be long and complex, and even if unity, to 
be real unity, will have to express itself through and recognize the 
dialogue of diversity. 

We shall certainly not entangle the intricacy of' the problems 
with the formalism of dogmas, nor with questions of false prestige. We 
think that pronouncements of anathema are harmful for all, we think that 
diversity and even harsh polemics must not signify an unhealable split. 
We enter into discussions, and we do discuss, in order later to be able 
to discuss again usefully, in order to achieve what may always be only 
partial results. We establish new links and strengthen those which al¬ 
ready exist. We express in a practical way our international solidarity 
against the oppressors, against persecution and aggression. Thus we re¬ 
affirm our internationalism, which is thought and action, which has been 
the firm base of our resistance and of our work throughout the life of 
our party, and will be again, so that we can continue to work and make 
progress. 
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CZECH JOURNAL DISCUSSES SUDANESE CP 


/following is a translation of an article by Miroslav Novotny 
entitled, "Sudanese Communists — Resolute Fighters for the 
People's Interests" in the Czech-language semimonthly organ of 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia, 
Zlvot Straar (Party Life), No. 2, Prague, January 1965 , pages 
123-124,/ 

Sudan, which is the largest African country in terms 
of the size of its territory and is inhabited by about 
14 million people, achieved independence on 1 January 1956 
after more than 50 years of colonial domination by 
Great Britain. However, the people were not satisfied when 
the country was dragged in the harness of neo-colonialism, 
and it was particularly opposed to the idea of accepting the 
so-called American aid. Less than two years after it had 
become independent, Sudan was shaken again by demonstrations, 
which culminated in the strike of 21 October 1958* The 
parliament was called quickly into session, and it had to 
decide whether the American "aid" should be rejected. Instead 
of the proposed parliamentary meeting there was a military 
coup d'etat on 17 November 195® which put in power the 
government of General Aboud. That government outlawed all 
existing political parties and democratic organizations, it 
dissolved the parliament, abolished the constitution, and 
also limited democratic freedoms in other ways. But it was 
unable to stop the development of events. The discontent of 
the broad masses with the actions of the government kept 
increasing, and the result was that the reactionary regime 
of General Aboud was toppled in October 1964. 

The Sudanese Communist Party was formed soon after 
the end of the Second World War, in 1946, and of course it 
could not operate legally while the British occupied the 
country. Even though its leading functionaries played a 
significant role in the struggle for independence, its 
position in free Sudan did not change. It was not until 
the recent revolutionary events which occurred at the end 
of last year that the Party has not only become a legal 
party after almost 20 years of struggle in defense of the 
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interests of the Sudanese people, but it actually joined the 
coalition government. At the present time the Party is 
represented in the government by a member of thq political 
bureau of the Central Committee, the present minister of 
agriculture comrade Ahmed Suleiman. 

The Sudanese communists always pointed out that the 
road to happiness and prosperity of the Sudanese people 
require a consistent liberation of the country from the 
domination of imperialism and liquidation of the remnants 
of imperialism, expansion of democratic freedoms, and 
effective industrialization of the national economy. While 
taking in consideration the conditions of individual stages 
[of the struggle], the Party outlined the corresponding 
immediate political goals and selected correct forms of 
struggle. At the time of the struggle against the British 
occupation forces the Party strived to unify all the 
patriotic forces and concentrated its efforts on the 
creation of a unified national front. As early as in 1948 
its functionaries worked in the "Front of Internal Struggle", 
and later on after 195 “* some of them were the leading 
workers of the "United Front for the Liberation of Sudan". 
After the liberation of Sudan the III Congress of Sudanese 
Communists was held as early as in February 1956. The 
Congress adopted the program entitled "The Sudanese way of 
consolidation of independence, democracy, and peace". 

When General Aboud assumed power at the end of 1958, 
a period of the cruelest persecution of the communists 
began. The Sudanese Communist Party considered the military 
coup d'etat primarily as an admission of the defeat of the 
ruling reactionary forces and of the fact that these forces' 
have become discredited in the eyes of the Sudanese people 
and handed over the power voluntarily in the hands of 
reactionary representatives of the army. However, even the 
bourgeois press had to admit that at the time of the coup 
d'etat the army was imbued with strong radical national 
spirit and that it was impossible to rely on it in case of 
a conflict between the reaction and the masses. Immediately 
after the coup d'etat in November 1958 the Party char¬ 
acterized the situation in its proclamation basically as a 
revolutionary crisis and outlined the following principal 
goals: 

Eliminate the reactionary clique which brought about 
the coup d'etat of 17 November, and form a government 
composed of progressive people and patriotic officers. 

Renew the sovereignty of the land by cancelling the agree¬ 
ment on American aid, and liberate the national economy 
from the monopoly of the capitalistic market. Liquidate 
the feudal system and its economic base. Establish a 
foreign policy in harmony with the interests of Sudan, and 
get rid of imperialist encirclement. Carry out a policy 
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of active neutrality. Improve military, cultural, and 
economic relations with progressive countries, particularly 
with the United Arab Republic. Solve the economic crisis 
in the interest of the working masses, ensure the right to 
work, and give tjie Sudanese class of manual workers the 
freedom to organize itself. In the closing portion of the 
document the Party oriented the communists by urging them 
to bring up all t|ie parts of the people to fight for the 
defense of their lawful popular-democratic demands. 

The Sudanese Communist Party always considered mass 
organizations of the people as exceptionally important. 

It was the Sudanese Communist Party which urged all the 
groups of the population right from the beginning of the 
struggle for national liberation to create its own organiza¬ 
tions in order to enforce their interests. It also helped 
to implement this call and sent the most capable func¬ 
tionaries in social organizations which were in the process 
of formation. In addition, it made every effort to create 
a united front in the struggle against the Aboud regime 
together with the traditional political parties which once 
upon a time existed legally. Its efforts were crowned with 
success when the principal collective organizations joined 
the united organ. 

After the events of August 1964 when the government 
issued an order prohibiting a trade-union conference and 
made more arrests among trade-unionists and communists 
(including Maghouba, the general secretary of the Sudanese 
Party), the long crisis turned into a revolutionary crisis 
and the result was that the government was toppled from 
power. For the time being official documents of the 
Sudanese Communist Party are not available, but some leading 
functionaries characterize the October events as a revolu¬ 
tion which resulted in the formation of a coalition 
governnmt consisting of representatives of the principal 
political parties, representatives of mass organizations, 
and independent politicians. The Party exercises its 
influence in this government not only through its direct 
participation and through the administration of the 
Ministry of Agriculture, but also through certain ministers 
who are representatives of mass organizations• 

When the new government in Sudan was formed, the 
imperialists began to sound alarm. This is characterized 
by the words written by the reporter of a West-German 
press agencys "...As soon as the noise of street fighting 
subsided,.Sudanese communists got hold of the levers of 
political power. Many Sudanese talk today with joking 
exaggeration but also with a touch of bitter resignation 
about the 'communist government 1 at Khartoum... the 
communists are today perhaps the strongest independent 
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"factor in internal politics". Such a characteristic not only 
reflects the actual balance of power inaccurately, but on the 
contrary it seeks obviously to arouse the international and 
internal reaction to fight against the new government which 
includes communists and which has legalized the existence of 
the Sudanese Communist Party. The imperialists and neo- 
colonizers have real reasons to fear the progressive 
development in Sudan, Indeed, American, British, and 
Vest-German monopolists controlled almost the entire economy 
of the country. The new Sudanese government shows clearly 
its courage by showing that it is determined to carry out a 
progressive foreign policy. It has demonstrated this a 
number of times in the past, especially in relation to the 
situation in the Congo. The new government follows 
consistently a policy which corresponds to the interests of 
the people, it is making great strides in the implementation 
of democratization, and it improves the living conditions of 
the working people. It is gaining legally the support of the 
Sudanese people and of the progressive countries. 

The Sudanese communists are facing an important drive 
in internal politics. Indeed, elections are to be held in a 
short while, and for the first time since its formation the 
Party will make efforts to win the votes of the voters. It 
is obvious that it will be exposed to attacks by the defeated 
reaction and that it will even have to resist some of the 
political parties with which it has formed the present 
coalition government. But the greatest strength of the 
Sudanese communists is the confidence of the masses, the 
fact that since their creation [sic, i.e. since the crea¬ 
tion of the Party, cf. transl] and today again they show 
with sufficient clarity that they are the most resolute 
fighters for the interests of the Sudanese people and are 
willing to cooperate with all popular forces which are 
really progressive. 
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